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Weighty Queries 


Relating to the 


PasT, PRESENT; and FuTukxt 


State of 


Jreland 5 


Calculated for the Preſent and Future B ext + 1 T of that 
Unhappy KINGDOM. 


And Tendred to the Serious Conſideration of all who are willing to be 
Inform'd Flow it became Wihappy, and how it may yet be made Happy 


apain to Poſterity. 


HETH ER the Majority of 
the Ir/ſþ were ever true, 
or the Majority of the 


. Britiſh ever falſe to the 

Crown of Englind ? j 
W hether the moſt Conſiderable of the 
{aid Majority of the [iſs, are not at preſent 
better Subjets to King Lew, than either 
to King William, or the late King James, 
which is made evident, in that ſo many of 
them cloſe rather to be Slaves in Frazce, 


than Free. born SubjeQts in Ire/azd; and loſt- 


their Eſtates, and left their Relations, with 
their Native Countrey, and much of their 
rich Plunder they got from the Br:tiſh, ra» 


- ther thanlive under King William's Govern- 


ment ? | 

Whether one of a hundred of the Br:#:{þ 

of Ireland , was an Enemy to the Govern- 
ment of King Wiliam and Queen Mary, or 
one or ten thouſand of the 1riſþ a Friend 
O it! 
_ Whether the Degenerate Ir; of Engliſh 
ExtraQtion, be not more Jeſuited, Frenchi- 
fied, and more inveterate againſt the Britiſh, 
than the Ancient I1ri/þ, and needs not a 
much moreCircumſpeCt Eye of the Govern- 
ment over them ? 

Whether in all Ages there hath not been 
obſerved a greater aptitude in the Brztiſb to 
wi Iriſb, thanin t 
fiſh ? 

Whether the Succeſſors of the degenerate 
Poſterity of many Bri:ziſb Families , whoſe 
Anceſtors got Eſtates for their fidelity tothe 
Crown of Eng/:d , have not as deſerved- 
ly loſt them in the two laſt Rebellions ? 


Whether any one of the Jr;þ reſtored, ei- 
ther by Provilces in the A# of Settlement 


e Iriſh to become Bri. 


and Explanation, or decreed innocent in the 
Court of Claims, They, or their Poſterity, 
were.not now again in Rebellion ? And 
whether any one Inſtance can be given, that 
any lIriſþ-max ever expreit any lorrow for 
what he did in this Rebellion? and whether 
they are not ready to do the like, had they 
again the like ' Occaſion ? | | 

Whether all the 1rib real and perſonal 
Eſtates, can ſatisfy for the Robbery, Plun- 
der and Devaſtation, made by them upon 
the Britiſh in this laſt Rebellion? 

W hether the ReduQtion of the ſaid Rebel- 
lion hath not coſt more than a hundred 
thouſand Britiſh Lives, and more than two 
hundred thouſand Jr:{ ? | 

Whether more than one half of the King- 
dom is not at preſent laid waſte by the ſaid 
Rebellion ? 4 

Whether thoſe Governors who moſt cffe- 
Qtually encouraged the Br:tiſþ Intereſt, and 
diſcouraged the Iriſh, were not always ceie- 
brated as the beſt Governors of Ire/aza, and 
beſt Servants to the Crown of England ? 

Whether the Ir, having 1n all Ages 
been ſo rebellious to the Britiſh Crown, and 
ſodeftruQtive to the Britiſh Subjetts, ought 
to be intruſted with Places of Truſt or 
Power? and whether the diſabling them 
from thoſe Imploys, can, or ought to be in- 
terpreted , by any Foreign Roman-Catho- 
lick, : Perſecution upon account of Reli- 

10N * | 

Whether the [riſb have not in all Ages 
grown rich and proſperous under the Eng- 
{fb Government ? and whether there is any 
poſſibility that the Bririſh can be ſo under 
theirs ? 

Whether it is not demonſtrable that the 
Nocent Iriſh have been Millions of Pounds 


Gai ners; 
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Gainers, and the Innocent Britiſh as much 
more Loſers by their two laſt Rebellions ? 

Whether what the 1ri/- uſually loſe by 
pulillanimity in the Field, they have not as 
conſtantly recovered by Flattery at Court ? 

Whether ever they kept faith in any Arti- 
cles made with the Exeliſh, either 1n this, or 
their former Kebellion. 

Whether the Articles made with Sir Tho- 
»4s Southwell and his Party, were not as {o- 
lemnly made to indemnify thoſe Britiſh, as 
the Articles made by the Lord General Gzz- 
kle was , to indemnify Galway and Lymerick 
Iriſh e 
Whether, notwithſtanding the ſaid Arti- 

cles, the ſaid Sir Thomas Southwell, and his 
Party, were not impriſoned , tryed, ſen- 
renced, and condemned as Traytors; and 
when they produced the ſaid Articles, were 
told that Articles of War could not invali- 
date the Laws of the Land ? 

VVhether the {aid Lord General Gza#/e 
did not to his immortal Renown,frequently 
and publickly declare to the 1riſþ , both at 
Galway and Lymerick, That he was a Stranger 
to the Conſtitution of their Countrey ; and 
thar they muſt expe no Articles ro be made 
good, that was contrary to the Law, and 
not inchis power to grant ? 

V Vhether the Lawsof VVar can extend 
to vacate Ats of Parliament, or are not to 
be limited to Life, and Perſonal Eſtate in 
the Place, and not to Real or Perſonal 
Eſtates elſewhere ? 

V Vhether the Articles of Peace made in 
the Year 1648. at Kjlkenny by the Duke of 
Ormond , were not as ſolemn, and more 
binding, than the Galway and Lymerick Arti- 
cles ; yet the {aid Articles of 1648. were not 
only accounted of no value by the Parlia- 
ment of Eneland, as to the Iriſh's Real and 
Perſonal Eftates, but were alſo utrerly reje- 
Qted, and diſallowed by the Parliament of 
Ireland, and made a Bar of Innocency to any 
, claiming by them, as appears by the 4 of 
Settlement ? 

VVhether the Galway and Lymerick Iriſh 
capitulating with the faid Lord General Gi#- 
_ kle to have the ſaid Articles confirmed by 
King and Parliament, is not a Tacit Con- 
ſent, That they knew the ſaid Articles could 
not an{wer their end without the Concur- 
rence of the King and Parliament ? 

VVhethet all Perſons who ated in, aid- 
ed, affifted and abetted the rwo laft Rebelli- 
ons of Trelazd, were not artaitited from the 
i/t of Marth, 1640. by Att paſt decimoſepri- 
20 Caroli Primi, for endeavouring to in- 
troduce Papal Authority intto the Kinpdom 
of Ireland ? WP 


- Whether ic is not evident, as well by the 
Orders of the Supreme Council in their 
former Rebellion, ay the AQts of their 
pretended Parliament inthis, that nothing 
ſhort of the Sovereignty of that Kingdom, 
and the Extirpation of the Brtiſh, will be 
ever ſatisfattory tothat Party ? 

Whether the vacating of Poznine's Law, 
and abrogating all Writs of Error, and all 
Appeals into Eng/and, doth not ſufficiently 
evidence, That the Abſolute Soveraignty 
of that Kingdom, is the Mark, whatever 
has been the Batt, they auned at in all their 
Rebellions. 

Whether their pretended AQt of Rever- 
ſal and Attainder , does not as evidently 
prove the Extirpation of the Brizrſh to be the 
chief Deſign of that Party ? 

Whether the ſaid AQt of Attainder doth 
not on the beginning of Augs/, 1688. for- 
feit their Lives and Eſtates, and corrupt the 
Blood of about Three Thouſand of the 
chief Brzrib Inhabitantsof that Kingdom ; 
and wanting other matter, Whether their 
pretended Crime was not the Aiding and 
Afiſting the Prince of Oraxge's Invaſion in- 
to Enpland; when His Majeſty that now is, 
( whom God for ever Bleſs and Preſerve ) 
made not his Deſcent into Exg/ard, till the 
5th of November following, and managed 
that Heroick Deſign with that Privacy, that 
the I};/þ themſelves well knew, that not one 


of the Attainted Brizih did know it, 'or 


could then contribute any Afiſtance to it ? 

Whether a parallel Law to this Attaind- 
er, for the deſtruftion of ſo many known 
Innocent Perſons and their Poſterities, can 
be found among all the Records of Jews, 
Chriftians, or Heathens Laws ? 

Whether King James did not by this 
tended Law diveſt himſelf and his Succeſ: 
ſors of any Power to Pardon or Mitigate 
_ the Penalties mentioned in the {aid 


Whether his Father King Charles the If. 
did not by his A&t of Arrainder made decime 
feptimo Caroli Primi, with more Juſtice and 
Reaſon attaint all ſuch 7riþ as ſhould be 
aiding or afliſting as aforeſaid, to iatroduce 


- the deny of rhe See of Rome into that 


Whether all the Freeholders of Land, 
and all the Freemen of Burrough-Towns 
who choke Repteſentatives to fit 1n the Su- 
preme'Conncil, or pretended Parliament, to 
introduce or maintain that Authority, ut 
not atraimred by that Law ? 

Whether by the ſaid AR all the Forfei- 
tares of thar Rebellion were not veſted in 
the then King for the uſes of rhe ſaid Att; 


and 
LW 
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and whether a Moiety of the ſaid Ulſes, 
were ever latisfied ? 

Whether the King by the ſaid AQ did not 
diveſt himſelf and his Succeſſors of any 
Power to Pardon any of the aforeſaid Ar- 
tainted 1r;þ, without the conſent of the 
Lords and Commons aſſembled in the Par- 


liament of England ? 


Whether any of the ſaid 1rþ, or their Po- 
ſterity, can have any Legal Right to the E- 
ſtates they enjoyed or poſſeſſed in the Two 
laſt Reigns ; they being never pardoned or 
reſtored by the conſent of the ſaid Lords and 
Commons; and none of the ſaid Aasever 
yet Repealed or Reverſed, but continue in 
force to this very day ? 

Wherher upon Examinations it will not 
appear that the ſaid 1ri/b and their Poſterities 
have but a very weak and imperfeCt pre- 
tence to the ſaid Eſtates by the ACt of Sertle- 
ment and Explanation, paſt in the Parlia- 
ment of Ire/azd; and that for theſe follow- 
ing Reaſons ? | 

1. The ſaid Att of Settlement and Expla 
nation does as the Als of England, velt the 
Forfeitures in the King for the Uſes therein 
mentioned, with only this difference, That 
the Exeliſh ACt veſts Remainders, which is 
not in the Veſticure of the Iriſh AQts. 

2+ The Enatting Clauſes of the 1rifþ 
AQ, railes Rents above the Eretifh ARts, 
and retrenches one Third what is allowed by 
the Emo/ſb Atts to the Adventurers. 

2. The Uſes mentioned in the ſaid Ir; 
AQs, were as the aforeſaid Enghſh Atts, 
never half paid or fatisfied. 

4. Both the ſaid 1riſþ Afts declares chief 
Favour to the Proteſtant Intereſt ; and pro- 
vides, That none of them ſhould be remo- 
ved, before reprized with other Lands of 
equal Value, Worth, and Purchaſe ; yet not 
one of ewenty of the Proteſtants have re- 
ceived any Benefit by the faid Clauſe, but 
after Ten years Poſſeffion many were turn- 
ed out without _" —_— or Lands or 
Improvements , when the ſaid Improve- 
ments were of greater Value than the 
Lands were worth, when they entred on 
them ; and the while, large Donatives were 
given by the ſaid Atts toall the 1r;þ Gene- 
rals thac were then alive, who had not on- 
ly their formerPropriety reſtored,but moſt of 
them had newHonours conferred upon them 
by the King, and Large Donatives given 
them by Proviſoes inthe Jrijþ As, or were 
made Innocent by the Dectees of the Court 
of Claims. | 

5. The AQts of Settlement gives a twelve 
Months time for its Execution,and preſcribes 
thoſe ſtrit Rules for Adjudication of Inno- 


cents, that an Ingenious Irj/þman upon rea- 
ding the ſaid Att affirmed, that his Country- 
men might as well plead Innocency upon the 
terms of the Decalogue with God Almigh- 
ty, as with his Vicegerent, on the Qualifca. 
tions of Innocency by the AQ ot Settlement; 
yet however the proof of the Iriſh Nocency 
being placed on the Britiſh, and the Iriſh ha- 
ving made all within their Reach eith:r ac- 
ceſlary to their guilt, or ſubje& to their 
wrath, there were few or none left alive to 
give Evidence againſt them;the Officers and 
Soldiers who ſerved before the year 1649 
having arrears due by the ſaid Alts, were 
adjudged parties, by che Comraiſſioners 
and Ir;þEvidence,being refuſed as Participes 
Criminis, {o there being but little Evidence 
lefr, many times Innocents were made 25 
faſt as Claims were read. 

6. The Commiſſioners for Claims were 
ſo long delayed,that the twelveMonths time 
allowed by the Alt of Setclement was eflu- 
xed before the Commiſſioners mer, which 
defe& was ſupplied by another AR of Par- 
liament, commonly called an AQ of Peri- 
ods, which gave the ſaid Commiſſioners fix 
Months time for reſtoring of Innocents, and 
ſix Months more in Caſe the Lord Lieute- 
nant and Council ſhould conſent thereunto: 
but the ſaid Lord Lieutenant and Council 
were o little fatisfied in the. juſtice of the 


*?\aid Commiſſioners proceedings, that they 


politively refuſed any Enlargement of the 
ſaid term, howeyer the Commiſſioners pro- 
ceeded and reftored ſix times more Inno- 
cents, when they had no power or autho- 
rity for ſo doing, than they did before. 

7. The Ir; Claimants do moſt of them 
under their Hands and Seals confeſs that 
they enjoyed their Eftates Real and Perſon- 
al till turned out by theUſurpt power, whea 
it is well known, oo Br:z{þ could live in 
thoſe Quarters, and by the Books of Diſtri- 
bution of Quarters, made by the Ceſſation, 
it is clear thar nine parts in ten of the whole 
Kingdom was Irifh Qyarters. 

Laftly, Many of the I1r:ſþ under their 
ſaid Hands and Seals claimed the benefit of 
the Articles of Peace , made Apo 1648, 
which as well as the former are excluded 
from any claim of Innocency by the exprels 
qualification of the AC of Settlement. 

Memorandum, That the AQ of Settlement 
confirms only ſuch Decrees of the Com- 
miſioners as ate. purſuant to theſaid AG. 

I. Oier. Whether the Iriſh could have 
any Legal.T'itke to the Eſtates they poſſeſſed 
and enjoyed in the rwo laſt Reigns on colour 
of ſuch Decrees upon thoſe Claims * _. - 

2 Qs, What Right the [4 can pretend 
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0 1he Eltates they were reſtored unto, when 
the Commiſſioners had no power to make 
{uch Decrees.? | 

Were the Jr; Claims, Decrees, AQts of 

ith the Qualifications of Innocen- 

cy , mentioned in the AQ of Settlement. 
compared together, not one of fifty of the 
ſaid Decrees wou'd be found Legal, or pur- 
ſuant to the ſaid AQts. 
Whether his Majeſty by the Articles of 
Galway, and Lymerick, is now obliged to give 
the 1r:ſþ a better or more Legal Title to the 
Eſtates they cnjoyed, and poſlefſed in the 
ewo laſt Reigns ? | 

Which Right appearing to be none, by the 
aſoreſaid Engliſh Laws, and ſo lame and de- 
fettive by the aforeſaid [rjþ AQts, and the 
Galway and Lymerick Iriſh having many of 
them in perſon, and all of them by their 
Repreſentatives, made null and void the 
{aid Irih Laws, by their pretended Parlia- 
ment, with that Declaration of Abhorrency 
and Contempt, that they cauſed both the 
{aid Afts publickly to be burar by the hands 
of the Common Hangman. 

Query. What Juſtice can they pretend to 
the Eſtates they polleſſed and enjoyed in the 
rwo laſt Reigns, only by virtue of the ſaid 
R<ts, ſo annulled and contemned by them- 
ſelves? 


the 
Enzl:{b and Iriſþ\AQs, of 

Whether it may not be adangerous Preſi- 
dent to Poſter ity , that the Parliament of 
Ireland ſhould aiſume a power to Alter, 
Change, Reverſe, or Repeal any Acts or 
Clauſe of AQts paſt in' the Parliament of 
Englana? bd 

Whether the ſitting of a Parliament in 
Treland,continued from 1640 to 1647,whillt 
the Parliament in Exg/and palt the Laws 
179 & 180.of Charles the Firſt to bind 1re+ 
land, was not only a tacit and implicit, but 
a. full conſent beyond all 'contradiQtion,that 
Laws made in Erz/and,even when there.is a 


$ 


Parizament, fitting 1n Ireland, are binding 
4 pms "5 2 OIL 


there, ſeeing io all that time ie was not ques 

ſtioned by that Parliament of 1rc/and then 

ſitting ? | NY 
Laſtly, Since that the Laws of Erg/and 


and Ireland are (0 jarring as aforeſaid, whe- 


ther it wou'd not contribute much to the. 
improvement, quier and fatisfaCtion of thar. 
now deſo'ate Kingdom, and a good Expedi- 
ent to root up thoſe miſchievous Fibres 
which have conſtantly Repullulated into a 
forty years Rebellion ? | 

V Vhether it be not deſirable,that his Ma- 
jelty will be Graciouſly pleaſed,that one and 
the ſame ACt ſhould paſs both Parliaments 
of England and Ireland to ſecure the Titles 
of the Britiſh, and ſuch of the Galway and 
Lymerick Iriſh as his Majeſty knows moſt 
deſerving his favour, and molt likely to live 
well and L oyally with the Br:ziſþ, and to 
leave the reſt of that Rebellious Herd, to 
ſtand or fall by their preſent Titles ? 

And whether it is not as deſirable, Thar 
His Majeſty would be further gracivuſly 
pleaſed to grant an AC of Regiſtry, to {e- 
cure Property againſt Perjury and Forgery ; 
whereby the Ruins of that Kingdom would 
{oon be repaired, His Majeſties Revenue 
highly improved, Trade Encrealed, Ex- 
penſive and Vexatious Suits of Law preven« 
ted, and without which [kabod mult be the 
Charatter? A Foreigner maybethe Mn, 


bitation for wild Beaſts, or worſe Creatures 


under only the ſhape and reſemblance of 
Humane Features. | 
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State Tratts : Being a further Colleftion of ſe- 
wveral Choice Treatiſes relatins to the Go- 
vernment ; from the year 1660 to 1689. 
Now publiſhed in a Body, to ſhew the Neceſ- 
fity, and clear the Legality of the Late Re- 
volution, and Our preſent Happy Settlement, 
under the Auſpicious Reign of Their Maje- 
Jeſties Kjzng VVilliam and Queen Mary. 
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